10 / 19/73 


Dear Jim, 

Last night I completed the revision of a long chapter# it leaves me ahead of Lil 
in her retyping, so I'm trying to catch up on a few tilings I'd let slide# By coincidence, 
the enojosed letter from the State Department came yesterday# My response is with it# 

It is also a coincidence that i mentioned this to you earlier in the week because they 
took seven months for non-response# 

There i 3 little about that obscenity that you know. One of the facts that today may 
have some influence in private, given the postures about Soviet Jews, is that this thing 
was a oogrom. Malmborg can't have looked into anytliing without having learned that. As 1 
think you would understand from what you know of mo, the first thing I dod was investigate. 
% recollection today lacks fine details, but there is no doubt that George Marshall was 
blackmailed by some anti-Semites on the House Appropriations Committee. All of us except, 
as I now recall, one caso of mistaken identity, were- Jews. Ho, all but two, the other 
wa 3 married to a Jew. 8 l/2 out of 10 upstos the statistics on chiUice. 

If you feel like phoning Malmborg. please do, along these lines: you had just soen 
md and in general, I had asked you if, should I decide there is no alternative, would 
you represent me. You know no more than that I say I am entitled to tills back pay plU3 
interest for the period before I resigned as part of the deal to save State s face and 
cleanse our besmirched records. 

I do not know what the regulations are, but I am certain there lias to be a joker 
in them to pennit rectification of error. The real questions ore, do they have the 
willingness today and do they fear more political repercussion. If the second is up-, 
plicable, they must then also ponder which they would find mox-e unwelcome as a political 
reaction should I proceed, as 1 am more than willing to do. I do need that money and those 
bums do owe it to me. If I had known earlier, I'd have tried earlier. I don^t now 
recall when and how I learned, but I think it was over something in Bob Smith's case. 

As to my record, it happens to be a good one there, At the end, ' re a nGW 
division chief, a scholarly incompetent and a real stuffed 3hirt. He lowered my 
effeciency rating on what to him was principle, I wasn't loaded with degrees, not 
over my work. After he did this I still had a good rating. And as a matter of fact, 
there was no political reason for firing me under then-applicable regulations. Whnt 
they did do was under what was known as the McCarran ridor. I think it has since been 
declared unconstitutional. Before I was in the Department they used me as a trouble- 
shooter, 30 I was not unknown. If they have good files, they will show that when I was a 
correspondent I did intelligence work of enough value to have been used in an FDR 
fireside chat. They may not like the. fact that the undersecretary with whom I then worked 
hap’xened to havo been a schooldays associate of Algor Hiss. As I remember it, lie committed 
suicide. His name was Larry Duggan. On a simplistic basis, however, he was there employee, 
not mine, and he was the man with whom I had to work. And in those days 1 was anything 
but a "red." I was, actually, working without pay for British intelligence. How many 
"reds" did that before Pearl ^arbor? 

The case I cite is of civilian employees of the Army. There was an expeditionary 
force ’under a General ^raves, who later regretted our intrusion into the . domeotio^af fairs 
of another country, by the way. These men claimed they were entitled to Army benoiits. 
They just got them, either this year or last, when most of them were dead. 

I have no doubt that what I tell “almborg is true: it they want to do something to 
undo what they did, they'll have lictle trouble finding a way if they tell their spocks 
on regulations to find an applicable one. 


Sincerely, 


